
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D . C .  

PUBLIC HEARING - March 19,  1969 

Appeal No. 9978 Herber t  J .  S t e r n i c k ,  a p p e l l a n t .  

THE ZONING ADMINISTRATOR OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, a p p e l l e e .  

On motion duly made, seconded and c a r r i e d ,  w i t h  Arthur 
B.  Hatton d i s s e n t i n g ,  t h e  fo l lowing  Order was e n t e r e d  a t  t h e  
meeting of t h e  Board on March 25, 1969, 

EFFECTIVE DATE OF ORDER - J u l y  2 4 ,  1969 

ORDERED : 

That  t h e  appea l  f o r  va r i ance  from t h e  minimum l o t  a r e a  
and width requirements  of t h e  R-4 D i s t r i c t  t o  permit  subdi-  
v i s i o n  of Lot 6 ,  Square 991 i n t o  t h r e e  l o t s  on which t o  
e r e c t  t h r e e  dwel l ings  w i t h  r e n t a l  u n i t s  a t  340 - 11 th  S t r e e t ,  
SE., be g ran ted .  

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

1. The s u b j e c t  p rope r ty  i s  l o c a t e d  i n  a n  R-4 D i s t r i c t .  

2 .  The p rope r ty  i s  improved w i t h  a s i n g l e  f a m i l y  dwel l ing .  
The l o t  con ta ins  5,646 square  f e e t  and is  i n  t h e  shape of a 
dog-leg . 

3 .  Appel lant  proposes t o  subdiv ide  t h e  s u b j e c t  p rope r ty  
i n t o  3 l o t s  upon which w i l l  be  cons t ruc t ed  t h r e e  ( 3 )  s i n g l e  
f a m i l y  dwel l ings ,  each con ta in ing  a r e n t a l  u n i t .  

4.  The va r ious  proposes l o t s  w i l l  con ta in  1,317.45 square  
f e e t ,  2,032.93 square  f e e t ,  and 2,296.22 square  f e e t  respec-  
t i v e l y .  Each l o t  f r o n t a g e  w i l l  measure 17.33 f e e t  i n  width ,  
.67 f e e t  s h o r t  of t h e  r e q u i r e d  18 f e e t .  

5 .  Appel lant  a l l e g e s  t h a t  t h e  unusual  shape of t h e  pro- 
p e r t y  c r e a t e s  a hardsh ip .  

6 .  No oppos i t i on  t o  t h e  g r a n t i n g  of t h i s  appea l  was 
r e g i s t e r e d  a t  t h e  p u b l i c  hea r ing .  
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OPINION : 

We are of t h e  opinion t h a t  a p p e l l a n t  has proved a hardsh ip  
w i th in  t h e  meaning of t h e  va r i ance  c l a u s e  of t h e  Zoning Regu- 
l a t i o n s  and t h a t  a d e n i a l  of t h e  reques ted  r e l i e f  w i l l  r e s u l t  
i n  p e c u l i a r  and excep t ionas  p r a c t i c a l  d i f f i c u l t i e s  and undue 
ha rdsh ip  upon t h e  owner. 

F u r t h e r ,  w e  hold  t h a t  t h e  r eques t ed  r e l i e f  can be gran ted  
wi thout  s u b s t a n t i a l  de t r iment  t o  t h e  p u b l i c  good and without  
s u b s t a n t i a l l y  impai r ing  t h e  i n t e n t ,  purpose and i n t e g r i t y  of 
t h e  zone p l a n  as embodied i n  t h e  Zoning Regulat ions  and Map. 

BY ORDER OF THE D . C .  BOARD OF Z O N I N G  ADJUSTMENT 

ATTESTED : 

S e c r e t a r y  of t h e  Board 

THE ORDER OF THE BOARD I S  VALID FOR A PERIOD OF SIX MONTHS 
ONLY UNLESS APPLICATION FOR A BUILDING AND/OR OCCUPANCY PERMIT 
I S  FILED WITH THE DIRECTOR OF INSPECTIONS WITHIN A PERIOD OF SIX 
MONTHS AFTER THE EFFECTIVE DATE OF THIS ORDER. 


